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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

or 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of 
this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



2. Claims 1, 7-9, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Omoigui (2005/0086688). 



As for claim 1 , Omoigui discloses: 

A system for generating alerts to events in a program not currently being viewed 
comprising: 

a user preference application (410 - Fig. 7) for capturing information on which 
programs a user wants to monitor and what events a user wants to be alerted to - 
[0084]; 

a data feed (210 - Fig. 6) containing event information about the programs 
selected for monitoring - [0071 ] - [0074]; 
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an alert generation application (22 - Fig. 4) which compares the data feed event 
information to the captured user preferences and generates an alert for the user for 
each event that matches a captured user preference - [0059], [0078]. 

As for claim 7, Omoigui discloses the captured user preference information is 
stored to a persistent storage device (28 - Fig. 4; [0058], [0084]). 

As for claim 8, Omoigui discloses wherein the data feed contains event 
information about a sports program - [0035], line 18+, [0066], line 9+. 

As for claim 9, Omigui discloses wherein the data feed contains event 
information about the financial markets (business news; 206 - Fig. 5; [0065, line 4+]). 

3. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Knee 
(5589892). 

As for claim 18, Knee discloses a system for automatically mapping data feed 
information to a specific viewing channel comprising: 

a data feed containing at least one program identifier (unique identifying code; 
col. 46, line 57- col. 47, line 17); 

an electronic program guide having at least one program identifier (unique digital 
identifier) and program viewing channel information - col. 36, lines 51-61. 
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a mapping application (application which correlates EPG data with data from 
data feed) which automatically compares the data feed program identifier information 
with the program guide program identifier information and for each data feed and 
program guide having similar identifiers, maps the data feed to the program guide so 
that the data feed information is mapped to a specific viewing channel - col. 46, line 57- 
col. 47, line 17. 

4. Claims 2-4, 6, 10-11, 13-17, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and further in view 
ofOzkan (5946045). 

As for claim 2, Omoigui fails to disclose: 

an electronic program guide having viewing channel information; and 
a mapping application which maps the data feed event information to a specific 
viewing channel. 

In an analogous art, Ozkan teaches: 

an electronic program guide having viewing channel information; - col. 10, lines 

47-49. 

a mapping application which maps the data feed event information (video 
programs) to a specific viewing channel - (The video programs are mapped to their 
associated channel - col. 10, lines 52-58). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify Omoigui's invention to include an electronic program 
guide having viewing channel information and a mapping application which maps the 
data feed event information to a specific viewing channel, as taught by Ozkan, for the 
advantage of automatically mapping programming to their associated channel. 

As for claim 3, Omoigui and Ozkan disclose the claimed limitations. In particular, 
Omoigui discloses: 

an alert generation and tuning application which compares the mapped event 
information to the captured user preferences, generates an alert for the user for each 
event that matches a captured user preference and provides a mechanism for the user 
to tune to the program which the alert concerned - [0059], [0040]. 

As for claim 4, Omoigui and Ozkan disclose the claimed limitations. In particular, 
Omoigui discloses the provided mechanism for tuning is a generated user interface 
which provides a prompt allowing the user to tune to the program which the alert 
(notification) concerned - [0040], lines 6+. 

As for claim 6, Omoigui and Ozkan disclose the claimed limitations. In particular, 
Omoigui discloses the provided mechanism for tuning is a generated user interface 
which provides a prompt allowing the user to view the program which the alert 
concerned in a picture-in-picture display -(A notification (alert) is sent to the user which 
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allows the user to choose if s/he would like to view the program in a PIP display [0040], 
line 6+). 

Claim 10 contains the limitations of claims 1 , 2, and 3 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 1 1 contains the limitations of claim 4 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 13 contains the limitations of claim 6 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 14 contains the limitations of claim 7 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 15 contains the limitations of claim 8 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 16 contains the limitations of claim 9 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 
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As for claim 17, Omoigui teaches a system for generating alerts to events in a 
program not currently being viewed comprising: 

means (406 - Fig. 7) for capturing information on which programs a user wants 
to monitor and what events a user wants to be alerted to - [0084]; 

a data feed (210 - Fig. 6) containing event information about the programs 
selected for monitoring - [0071] - [0074]; 

means (22 - Fig. 4) for alert generation and tuning which compares the mapped 
event information to the captured user preferences, generates an alert for the user for 
each event that matches a captured user preference and provides a means for the user 
to tune to the program which the alert concerned - [0059], [0040]. 

However, Omoigui fails to teach: 

means for mapping data feed event information to a viewing channel; 
In an analogous art, Ozkan teaches: 

means (12 - Fig. 1) for mapping data feed event information to a viewing channel 
-col. 10, lines 52-58; 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify Omoigui's invention to include means for mapping data 
feed event information to a viewing channel, as taught by Ozkan, for the advantage of 
mapping information to its associated channel in order to notify the user of a particular 
desired event. 
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Claim 19 contains the limitations of claims 1, 2, and 3, and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 20 contains the limitations of claim 4 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to those claims. 

5. Claims 5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Omoigui and Ozkan as applied to claims 3 and 1 1 above, and further in view of 
Blackketter (US 2005/0196136). 



As for claim 5, Omoigui and Ozkan fail to disclose the provided mechanism for 
tuning is a generated user interface which provides a prompt allowing the user to record 
the program which the alert concerned. 

In an analogous art, Blackketter teaches that a generated user interface provides 
a prompt to allow the user to record the program which the alert concerned for the 
advantage of allowing the user to watch the recorded program at a later convenient 
time- [0035]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify Omoigui and Ozkan's invention to include that a 
generated user interface provides a prompt to allow the user to record the program 
which the alert concerned, as taught by Blackketter, for the advantage of allowing 
user to watch the recorded program at a later convenient time. 
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Claim 12 contains the limitations of claim 5 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sumaiya A. Chowdhury whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8567. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 9-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7292. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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